‘ ! ! . LLNL-PROC-677966

LAWRENCE
LIVERM ORE
NATIONAL

~awoe | OQN@-NUCleon transfers to
resonance states

|. J. Thompson, J. Escher, G. Arbanas, C. Elster,
V. Eremenko, L. Hlophe, F. Nunes

October 8, 2015

14th INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON NUCLEAR
REACTION MECHANISMS

Varenna, Italy
June 15, 2015 through June 19, 2015




Disclaimer

This document was prepared as an account of work sponsored by an agency of the United States
government. Neither the United States government nor Lawrence Livermore National Security, LLC,
nor any of their employees makes any warranty, expressed or implied, or assumes any legal liability or
responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or usefulness of any information, apparatus, product, or
process disclosed, or represents that its use would not infringe privately owned rights. Reference herein
to any specific commercial product, process, or service by trade name, trademark, manufacturer, or
otherwise does not necessarily constitute or imply its endorsement, recommendation, or favoring by the
United States government or Lawrence Livermore National Security, LLC. The views and opinions of
authors expressed herein do not necessarily state or reflect those of the United States government or
Lawrence Livermore National Security, LLC, and shall not be used for advertising or product
endorsement purposes.



LLNL-PROC-677966

One-nucleon transfers to resonance states

LJ. Thompson], J.E. Escher!, G. Arbanas?®, Ch. Elster®, V. Eremenko>*, L. Hlophe3, and FM. Nunes®,
TORUS Collaboration ! Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory L-414, Livermore, CA 94551, USA,
% Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, TN 37831, USA,

3 Ohio University, Athens, OH 45701, USA,

4 M.V. Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow, 119991, Russia

5 Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824, USA

Abstract

We examine the contributions from interior, surface and exterior parts of the
matrix elements for (d,p) neutron-transfer matrix elements, and show how
their sum may be written as interior-post, exterior-prior terms along with a
surface term. If we locate our surface according to the distance of the trans-
ferred neutron to the target, then the three terms depend on the neutron wave
function at specific radii, and the surface and exterior terms depend only on
that part of the neutron wave function determined by R-matrix parameters for
neutron-target scattering.

1. Deuteron stripping

Deuteron-induced reactions, in particular (d,p) one-neutron transfer reactions, have been used for decades
to investigate the neutron single-particle structure of bound states of nuclei. The reaction typically in-
volves a large momentum transfer of the neutron from a high-energy beam to a bound state, so the
shape of the exit proton angular distribution depend on the transferred angular momentum ¢. The ana-
lyzing powers for polarized deuterons depends on the neutron j value, and the magnitude of that cross
sections is used to extract a spectroscopic factor Sy; for each discrete bound state. In first order the
cross section scales exactly with the spectroscopic factor, while for some cases higher-order corrections
introduce non-linearities. These high-order corrections arise from collective excitations in the entrance
or exit channels, leading to Coupled-Channels Born Approximation (CCBA) methods. They may also
arise for weakly-bound neutron bound states, when multi-step transfers become significant, leading to
Coupled-Reaction Channels (CRC) methods.

At excitation energies above the weakly-bound states, we see of course resonances. Specific res-
onances are very often of importance in astrophysics and other applications because their existence may
change low-energy cross sections by many orders of magnitude. It is therefore of great importance to
measure their structure by whatever means are possible. Resonances with open neutron channels, there-
fore, can and should be probed by (d,p) transfer reactions. Resonances, however, are not characterized
by spectroscopic factors, but by their resonance energies E, and widths I'. For a resonance which can
be populated (and hence decay) by multiple channels ¢, each channel has a partial width I'; such that
the total width of the resonance is the sum I' = }'.I'.. These channels, for example, could be inelastic
excitations of the target, (n,y) capture, or proton or o-particle emissions. Ideally each partial width I,
should be measured. These energies and widths are directly related to the parameters (pole energies
and reduced-width amplitudes) of R-matrix theory [1, 2], either by fitting to observed cross sections, or
by derivation from some microscopic model. It is therefore very desirable to have predictions of (d,p)
cross sections that are based on R-matrix parameters for the neutron-target interaction. These are ex-
actly the parameters that would describe neutron scattering on the target, so, in ideal cases, observables
from (d,p) experiments could be used to predict neutron scattering and the multichannel cross sections
for 7, proton or ¢ exit channels. If the target is radioactive and therefore unable to be a target, then
results from inverse kinematic experiments with deuteron targets may be used to predict neutron cross
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sections.

But is it possible to formulate of (d,p) resonant cross sections in terms of R-matrix parameters
for the neutron? These parameters describe surface and external properties of the wave function of
neutron-target scattering, so we have to determine the dependence of (d,p) cross sections also on the
neutron wave function inside the surface of the target.

One possible obstacle is that the ¢-dependence of the (d,p) cross section involving resonances is
much less than for reactions to bound states, because the momentum transfer is reduced. Since resonant
(d,p) reactions involve the continuum, they represent one form of deuteron breakup. In the limit of
‘transfer’ to neutron states at the energies of about half the beam energy, the energy and momentum
transfers pass through a minimum, and we must then expect almost no dependence on the transferred
angular momentum ¢. This means that (d,p) transfers to resonances may well require higher beam
energies for the deuteron, even though this leads to lower cross sections.

2. Post-prior transformations

To examine the dependence of (d,p) cross sections on the interior, surface and exterior regions of the
final neutron state, we use the new formalism [3] devised by Akram Mukhamedzhanov of our TORUS
collaboration. This is to define a surface operator by means of transforming from post to prior matrix
elements not over all space as usual, but at a specific surface radius p measured for the neutron-target
distance r,. Let us see how this comes about.

In first-order DWBA for A(d,p)B reactions, the post and prior matrix elements for transfer from
the bound state ®,(r) in a deuteron to a final state ®,(r,,) around a target are

Mg;;st = (Du(ra)up(rp)| Ypost| Pa(r)ua(R)) )
and Ms;iw = (Pu(rn)up(rp)|Yprior| Pa(r)ua(R)), @)

where u4(R) and u,(r,) are the incoming deuteron and outgoing proton optical-model wave functions
with potentials Uzs and U,p respectively. The transfer operators are #post = Viup +Vpa — Upp and Yrior =
Vaa +Vpa —Uga

It can be proven in this first-order case that the post and prior expressions are exactly equivalent.
This proof uses the Hermiticity of the total kinetic energy operator 7, which has equivalent represen-
tations for post T = T4 + Tpp and prior T = T,, + Ty based on the two equivalent sets of Jacobi
coordinates {r,,r,} and {r,R} for this three-body problem consisting of the proton, neutron and target
A.

The kinetic energy operator is Hermitian in this case because at least one of the bound states
®,(r) and P, (r,) goes to zero at large distances. Since the deuteron bound state wave function ®4(r)
decays to zero for large r, the post-prior equivalence of the DWBA matrix element holds not only for
bound final states, but also for unbound scattering states of the neutron on the target.

We can also choose to interchange the two forms of the kinetic energy, 7 and ? for limited
regions of the integral over the neutron coordinate r,,. Let us define MS;St(a7b) and My (a,b) as the
respective integrals over the range a < r, < b (the integral over the full range of the r, coordinate is
implied). These two matrix element differ by

M5 a,b) = Mu(a) + M5 (a,b) — Mae(b), 3)
where we define. Mguri(p) = <q)n(rn)“p(”p)|7_?|q>d(”)”d(R)>rn>p- “)

The result in the previous paragraphs follows from Mgy£(0) = Mgyf(c0) = 0.
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Fig. 1: Interior, surface, and exterior contributions for *8Ca(d,p)**Ca stripping to the 3/2~ ground state, at
E; =13 (top left), 19.3 (top right), and 56 MeV (bottom). Shown are the peak cross sections of the individual

contributions (which are proportional to |

M (0,0) 2, Mot (p) |

M( prior)

P97 (p,00)|?, respectively), as a function
of surface radius selected. The results are normalized to the peak cross section of the full calculation.

If My, is the matrix element over the whole space (prior or post, since they are equal), then [3]

My,

hence My,

= )M (),

M (0.) + Muar(p) + MIE (p,20).

&)
(6)

This final equation (6) is of considerable practical value, as it shows a way to separate interior, surface
and exterior contributions of different kinds. The split can be examined for a range of surface radii p.
The interior post (first) term is model-dependent, while the exterior prior and surface (second and third)
terms are related to the asymptotic properties of the wave function.

The term M,(p) is called a surface term, although given in equation (4) as a volume integral,
because the Green’s theorem allows us to convert a volume integral into the surface integral

/ dr f(r) [?—?} g

r>p

(r)

- f; p? [ a0 [g(r)

2
- ;’u ;ﬁ aS [g(r) Ve £(r) — £(r) Ve g(r)]
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Fig. 2: Examination of interior, surface, and exterior contributions for transfers to resonance states in 210, for
the 3/27 resonance at 4.77 MeV. The left panel shows the interior (post) term, the surface term, and the exterior
(prior) term, as a function of the surface radius. The right panel shows that improvements to the surface-term-
only approximation can be achieved by including contributions from the prior-exterior term and selecting a small
surface radius. The potential V,4, which binds the neutron to the 2°0 nucleus, has a radius of 3.39 fm and a
diffuseness of 0.65 fm.

3. Surface transfer operator in first-order models

The matrix elements of a surface transfer operator M,+(p) can be very simply calculated in first-order
DWBA. We may simply take the difference of equations (5) and (6) above, giving

Msurf(p) = Mg;m(oa p) - Mg;ior(oa p) . (8)

This can be easily accomplished using any code for first-order finite-range transfer calculations, such
as FRESCO [4]. Using this equation we first examined [5, 6] the sizes of the three terms in equation (6)
for a range of bound and resonant states for the final neutron in a (d,p) reaction.

Fig. 1 shows, within the DWBA formalism, that the surface contribution is dominant for bound
states at around 5-7 fm for the *®Ca(d,p) at three different beam energies. But still there are non-
negligible contributions from both the interior (post) and exterior (prior) terms.

We have also carried out calculations that test the dominance of the surface term for transfer
reactions that populate resonances, such as the 3/2* resonance in 2'O at 4.77 MeV measured recently
in a 2°0(d,p) experiment [7]. We see in the left panel of Fig. 2 that at around p = 5 fm the surface term
appears to largely dominate. However, the other terms contribute not incoherently as cross sections, but
coherently as amplitudes. The red-dashed curve in the right panel shows the angular distribution arising
solely from the surface term, and this is clearly short of the exact result. Adding in an exterior-prior
contribution does improve the accuracy considerably, but still not entirely.

4. Surface transfer operator in coupled-channel models

The surface contributions extracted in the previous section are within the context of first-order theory, as
then post and prior matrix elements give identical results and differences can be taken. If breakup in the
entrance channel, say, is important, then it is necessary to go beyond first order. In that case, only the
post matrix element uses the coupled-channels wave function in the entrance channel from the CDCC
methods discussed earlier. This means that the surface operator has to be calculated explicitly in terms
of the multi-channel CDCC wave functions Wcepcc(R,r). In coupled-channel models for transfers,
we use a source term Sg (R') that depends on Wepee(R,r) to calculate the matrix elements Mg as the
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asymptotic amplitude of the outgoing wave solutions of [Eg — Hglug(R') = Sg(R'), where R' = r,, is the
coordinate of the exiting proton.

In order to calculate transfer cross sections with the surface operator at some final neutron radius
¥ = p, we now have to implement the general surface operator of eq. (7), not just its value from the
‘prior—post’ difference as used in eq. (8) above.

The source term Sg(R’) for the transfer channel using the surface operator at radius ' = p is

SY(R) = (Y (R, #)®p (") T — T |Wepce(R,1)) v p ©)
= (Y3 (R, #)®p(¥) | Toa — Toa | Wience (R, 1)) 1= (10)

where ¥’ = r,, is the coordinate of the neutron in the final state. Transforming this matrix element into a
surface integral with Green’s theorem, we have

2 oo
s;;“ff(R’)zzhu /0 dr’<Yﬁ(1%’,f’)
noe .
= /Odr'<Yﬁ(R/,f')
n

Since the derivative operator d /dr’ acts on both the radial and angular components of the vectors (R,r)
in the entrance channel, a large number of terms and derivatives need to be evaluated:

9Ps (¥ )
("'=p) |:1I’CDCC(R,1') q;ﬁr(, )_c1>B(r’)3‘/’CD§S/(R7)]>

8(r'—p) {(M);rsr’) —Cbﬁ(r/)aar,} ‘II/CDCC(Rar)> (11)

We will need the following derivatives for the linear combination r = pr’ +gR":

_P{ wq’ a(r) i (=1 m=2, 1A [em) Y/ * (R)Y] () + Y (B)f - <P&(r)—£+lfpa(">”
r Foaa= g

(12)

The needed source term S;;“;f(R’ ) in a final (proton) channel f from the initial (deuteron) channel
« is, with the surface operator,

P — N
SEE(R') = (Yp (R ,#)0p () Tun — Toa | ®ec(r) Y1 (R)uta (R)) 5

—h2 . ddg(r) 0 R

T / dr' < Ys(R,#)|8(7—p) [ = _cpﬁ(r’)ar,} ‘CIDa(r)YL(R)> u(R),  (13)
where ®g is the final state of the neutron, whether bound or unbound. This coupling is non-local as
R’ # R, and depends on the derivatives of the deuteron incoming wave function uy(R), so we need to
calculate the two non-local kernel functions Xg, (R',R) and Yg, (R',R) to give the source term as

Lg+1
R

SYE(R') / dR Xg(R' R)ua(R) + / dR Ygo(R. ){ ' (R)— ua(R)] L4

The derivative operators in Eq. (13) operate on all of the radii , R and their angles 7, R, so X has
four terms. Using the ®q(r) and ®q(r) = L(@}(r) — “—%pa( )) variables for both entrance and exit
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Fig. 3: Comparison of methods to calculate the surface transfer contribution, for the *°Zr(d,p) reaction at deuteron
energy of 11 MeV. On the left the surface radius is @ = 4 fm, and on the right 8 fm. The gs is a ds, neutron state,
and the excited state is a s /5 state.

channels, kinematical coefficients @', b, p, P,J, and Clebsch-Gordan products GY% we have derived

mMm’

h ) My +my—m,
XealRR) =305 B y Gl P (cos0) R o5

mymy Mp=—

5(p) Y™ (R) Y™ (#)®a (r)

p [4ml(20+1)

; 3 Z (=1 mg=A A me) Y™ (R) Y (F) D (1)

A=—1
—Dp(p) P(R)p £ ¥ ¥ (B)ba(r)
P [4nL(2L+1)

—@g(p) ¥ (£) Do (r )ﬁ T — Z (L—1 Mp—A, TAILM) Y A (R)YA () |
A=

—@5(p) V" (R)

5)

and the derivative term (with M; = 0):

2

h A A
VowlR,R) =15 - L PO(p)Da(r) R-F
X ZG,‘:‘1 ‘gm P‘m[| cos 6,) P, pme- mf‘(cosGR/) M (#)Y2(R). (16)

mjmy

We use the rotated coordinate frame that has the z-axis parallel to R and the x-axis in the plane of R
and R’. The resulting operator is still non-local like other finite-range transfer operators, but does not
require any internal quadrature over angles. The integral operators, when r = aR + bR/, are now

/dR’/dR’ s —p)= 2P 8% . (17

Aa'b'RR’ lu=(p?—a”R2+b2R?) /(2a'b'RR’)

These expressions (15) and (16) have been directly implemented in a LLNL version of our coupled-
channels code FRESCO [4]. In this way we can go beyond first order for neutron transfers both to bound
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Fig. 4: The cross sections from separate surface and interior-post terms (black and red respectively) along with
their coherent sum (green line). The different panels show the variations from using different radii p of the
surface.

and resonance states. The new calculations for the surface term have been validated by comparison with
the angular cross sections obtained in the work described in the previous section 3.. The comparisons
are shown in Figure 3.

Furthermore, their values depends only on the wave function ®g(p) and derivative @23 (p) of the
final neutron wave function at the surface, and these are precisely the numbers that can be uniquely
obtained from standard R-matrix fits of pole positions and reduced-width amplitudes.

When using the surface term derived from CDCC wave functions, the exterior-prior term in eq.
(6) does not appear. That is because the prior term is the coupling derived from #ior = Via + V4 — Uga,
and this interaction potential is expected to be that which is diagonalized by the CDCC solution.

5. Results

Nevertheless, as shown in the previous section, the interior-post terms are still significant and need to
be added coherently to the surface contributions. The exterior-prior term is not expected to be present
if we use sufficiently accurate CDCC wave functions in the source term.

Figure 4 shows the relative sizes of these terms for a 2°0(d,p)*'O reaction that populates a d-
wave neutron resonance at 0.9 MeV. The different panels show the effects of different radii of the
surface, where the black curve shows the surface term, the red line the interior post by itself, and the
green curve shows their coherent sum. Except for the smallest surface radius, the coherent sums are
nearly constant, but there are large variations in the relative sizes of the surface and interior-post terms.
This will provide an essential tool for probing how much these transfer cross sections measure the
surface properties described by R-matrix theory, compared with measuring in part the interior part of
the resonance wave functions.
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6. Discussion

Our aim is to fit neutron pole energies and partial widths to (d,p) cross sections across a resonance.
There have been experiments with many wide and narrow resonances, often overlapping, such as the
early '>N(d,p)'*N* experiments of [8, 9]. Our results can be generalized to multichannel exit wave
functions, so that, for example, if experiments measure '*N(d,p)'*N* — a+'?B, then the results of our
analyses can be used to predict the (n,a) cross section for a >N target.

Experimentally, resonance structures are most often studied in elastic and inelastic scattering
reactions. For those reactions, the phenomenological R-matrix approach has been extremely useful for
the interpretation of experiments and for extracting resonance energies and widths from measured cross
sections. The surface integral formalism [3] is essentially an extension of the R-matrix approach to
(d,p) transfer reactions. It holds the potential to overcome present difficulties in describing transfers
to resonance states and to become a practical and sound way for extracting structure information from
transfer experiments, since: a) It reduces the dependence of the cross section calculations on the model
used for the nuclear interior; b) it reduce (in DWBA) or eliminates (in CDCC) the impact of the slow
convergence of calculations of the exterior term when resonances are considered; and c) it establishes a
useful link between resonance properties and transfer observables, since the surface term Mgy (p) can
be parameterized in terms of quantities that are familiar from traditional R-matrix approaches. When
resonance studies were carried out in the DBWA formalism, convergence was found to be difficult to
achieve, but the results obtained so far show trends similar to what was found for bound states, with
reduced contributions from the nuclear interior.

In conclusion, we note that the surface formalism for studying resonances with (d,p) uses success-
ful R-matrix ideas to emphasize asymptotic properties of the wave function. It is based on a separation
into interior and exterior, and leads to a surface term which can be expressed in terms of familiar R-
matrix parameters, thus providing spectroscopic information. Our DWBA and CDCC studies show that
the surface term is dominant both in first-order and higher-order calculations, and that the dependence
on a model for nuclear interior is reduced. The surface term alone is not sufficient, however, to entirely
describe the cross sections for transfer reactions, since we find that corrections are required. We ex-
pect that an accurate CDCC implementation (which includes breakup effects) should already include
copings in the exterior, so that there will be no need to include the exterior-prior term when using the
formalism laid out here.
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